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Petition deni ed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Reginald L. Frazier, Petitioner Pro Se.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

Regi nal d Frazier brought this petition for wit of mandanus
seeking nmultiple forns of relief. To the extent that Frazier
al | eges unreasonabl e del ay in the habeas corpus action proceedi ng
inthe district court, the district court docket sheet reflects no
delay. To the extent that Frazier seeks review of district court

action, mandanus may not be used as a substitute for appeal. Inre

United Steelworkers, 595 F. 2d 958, 960 (4th Cir. 1979). Frazier's
request for an evidentiary hearing before this court is denied.
Frazi er makes conclusory allegations of bias on the part of
the district court. He has nmade no claim which shows that the
district judge has a personal bias which would prevent him from

rendering an inpartial decision. In re Beard, 811 F.2d 818, 827

(4th Cr. 1987). W also hold that Frazier cannot reopen through

mandanus our decisions in Frazier v. North Carolina State Bar, No.

94-1775 (4th Cr. Jan. 6, 1995) (unpublished), or Frazier v. North

Carolina State Bar, No. 95-1233 (4th Cr. June 20, 1995) (unpub-

| ished). To the extent that Frazier seeks to chall enge the condi -
tions of his confinenent, he may file an action in district court
under 42 U.S.C. § 1983 (1988).

We grant Frazier |eave to proceed in forma pauperis. W deny
his Motion to Post Supersedeas Bond and Motion for Tenporary Stay
and Rel ease on Bail as nootCthe district court granted bail in a
heari ng on Novenber 13, 1995. W deny his Mdtion for Hearing In
Banc because no judge requested a vote on the Mtion. Frazier's

petition for a wit of mandanus is denied.
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We di spense with oral argunent because the facts and | ega
contentions are adequately presented in the materials before the

court and argunent woul d not aid the decisional process.
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